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Introduction
sample period covers the years 1956-2017, which includes more than a decade's worth of new data since the publication of Diamond (2009) . Our analysis is as follows: First, we replicate Diamond (2009) General Theory, as documented in Diamond (2009) , but citations to The General Theory have undergone a resurgence, which was not present in the data in Diamond (2009) To complete the replication, we next turn to total annual citations in economics publications only and consider the same three cuts of the data. Here too we benefit from extending the time series to 2017, as the results differ in important ways from those in Diamond (2009) 's sample. In attest (Swedberg 1991, pp. 76, 118-119) . Although shortly after their deaths Keynes would clearly have taken the prize, Schumpeter's influence has grown steadily over time. Diamond (2009) . For example, the Schumpeter-to-Keynes citation ratio for economics publications only shows four distinct periods: 1) an initial period of slight dominance by Keynes, 1956 Keynes, -1972 2) a period of heightened dominance by Keynes, 1973 Keynes, -1988 ) a period of growth in the ratio, 1989-2005, during which Schumpeter becomes more influential relative to Keynes, and 4) a period in which the growth of the ratio comes to a halt but Schumpeter remains slightly dominant. In the first period, Keynesian economics is the dominant paradigm in macroeconomics.
The second period coincides with the stagflation of the 1970s and the emergence of freshwater macroeconomics as an alternative paradigm. Keynes is being cited heavily as researchers wrestle with his ideas and formulate new ideas. At the same time, this is setting the stage for the plateauing of Keynes's citations already mentioned in the underlying citation data. In the third period, with Keynes's citations reaching a plateau, the Schumpeter-to-Keynes ratio begins to grow, as Schumpeter's citations are steadily increasing. This period coincides with a renewed interest in Schumpeter's work, as the literature on growth theory explodes. At the same time, this period coincides with the onset of the Great Moderation, which means business cycle fluctuations and how to manage them become less of a concern, keeping down the citations to Keynes. This, of course, ends with the Great Recession, and there is a renewed interest in Keynes in the fourth period. Another advantage to using citation ratios is their simplicity, and we think they provide a useful empirical tool for researchers interested in comparative analysis of different economists. Keynes wrote, "Practical men, who believe themselves to be quite exempt from any intellectual influences, are usually the slaves of some defunct economist" (Keynes 1936, p.383) .
Replicating and Extending Diamond (2009)
The developers of the Web of Science citation data continually update the data with new sources, so replication exercises will rarely yield quantitatively exact results compared to the originals. We explore the two issues of the resurgence of Keynes and possible citation inflation in more detail in section 3. Before doing so, we complete the rest of the replication results.
The qualitative results again follow Diamond (2009) 
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The most logical choice to consider is Schumpeter's The Theory of Economic Development.
In order to test this hypothesis, we collect the annual citations for the search term "The* Econ* Dev*," which is consistent with how we construct our other search terms in the Web of Science database. Science database has changed and been updated to include the option to search by categories. 
Schumpeter vs. Keynes Beyond Diamond (2009)
In this section, we extend our analysis beyond just replicating and updating the data in Diamond (2009) by providing some additional analysis to more thoroughly interpret the results in both papers. As mentioned in section 2, two issues emerging from our results are 1) the magnitude of the increase in citations relative to the citations reported in Diamond (2009) 
Schumpeter vs. Keynes Citation Ratios
Citations are not a perfect measure of intellectual influence. One potential problem discussed by Diamond (2009) In terms of citations in all publications, the Schumpeter-to-Keynes ratio averages 0.91 from 1956 to 1987. After 1988, the ratio permanently passes 1 and steadily grows thereafter. The ratio does not dip significantly below this upward trend even after the onset of the Great Recession, and Schumpeter is currently being cited twice as much as Keynes. Figure 8 shows both some similarities and differences for the case of the Capitalism, Socialism and Democracy-to-The General Theory citation ratio for all publications. Overall, the qualitative pattern looks similar to the Schumpeter-to-Keynes ratio with an initial period of The General Theory being cited more frequently followed by Capitalism, Socialism and Democracy being cited more frequently. The timing for when Capitalism, Socialism and Democracy surpasses The General Theory occurs later, 1994 compared to 1988. However, after the ratio passes 1, the upward trend clearly Theory citation ratio averages 0.61, which is considerably smaller than the 0.91 average for the Schumpeter-to-Keynes ratio. Whereas the Schumpeter-to-Keynes ratio exhibits a good amount of parity between the two authors in the first half of our sample, the same cannot be said when comparing each author's magnum opus.
The Schumpeter-to-Keynes ratio for economics publications only (figure 9) shows some major differences compared to all publications. For example, the ratio does not consistently exceed 1 until 2002, which shows Schumpeter's influence surpasses Keynes's much later in economics publications. There also now appears to be four qualitative moves in the series: 1) an initial period of slight dominance by Keynes, 1956 Keynes, -1972 , when the ratio averages 0.84, 2) a period of heightened dominance by Keynes, 1973 Keynes, -1988 , when the ratio averages 0.59, 3) a period of growth We think the following interpretation helps explain what might be driving the changes in the relative influence of the two economists across these four periods: In the first period, Keynesian economics is a reigning and fashionable paradigm, e.g. "We are all Keynesians now."
The second period coincides with the stagflation of the 1970s and the emergence of freshwater macroeconomics as an alternative paradigm to the Keynesian approach. Keynes is being cited heavily as researchers wrestle with his ideas and formulate new ideas. At the same time, this is setting the stage for the plateauing of Keynes's citations already mentioned in our discussion of the underlying citation data. In the third period, with Keynes's citations reaching a plateau, the Schumpeter-to-Keynes ratio begins to grow, as Schumpeter's citations are steadily increasing.
This period also coincides with a renewed interest in Schumpeter's work, as the literature on growth theory explodes after the publication of papers such as Romer (1986) , Lucas (1988) , and Romer (1990) .
9 One of the strands of literature emerging from the work on growth theory during this period is the so-called Schumpeterian growth theory, which operationalizes Schumpeter's idea of creative destruction. 10 At the same time, this period coincides with the onset of the Great Moderation, which means business cycle fluctuations and how to manage them become less of a concern, keeping down the citations to Keynes. This, of course, ends with the Great Recession, and there is a renewed interest in Keynes in the fourth period. This interpretation is also consistent with the underlying data in figure 4. during a single period, which is a big difference compared to the ratio for all publications seen in figure 8.
Schumpeter vs. Keynes in the Google Trends Data
In this section, we introduce an additional metric by which to measure the relative influence of the two authors over time. Figures Although our contribution to the literature focuses on the comparative influence of Schumpeter and Keynes measured by citations, our results have a wider significance in that they clearly show the relevance of the history of economic thought and the ideas of particular economists to the public at large. The Google Trends data show searches for Schumpeter and Keynes spiking during the Great Recession, as people no doubt wrestled with how to understand the crisis and which policies to support as a response. As the keepers of these particular flames, economists have a responsibility to articulate and pass on the lessons of the past. To that end, Dalton and Logan (2019) provide a description of a newly developed course on Schumpeter.
